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Why these 
three:
In pairs or small groups, discuss the 
following:
● What are these three 
entities?
● How do they relate to one 
another?











Elsevier, American Chemical Society and ResearchGate
Shifting Perspectives of Librarians and Authors
Science -October 6, 2017
”Sending large numbers of 
takedown notices on an 
ongoing basis will prove 





“Data shows ...ResearchGate has 
reduced the number of infringing 
articles that it illicitly hosts from 
Coalition for Responsible Sharing 
members:”

Shift: ResearchGate is a Competitor to Repositories
Researchers should 
be convinced to 
choose the IR over 
an ASNS.
vs.
The systems are 
so different there 
is little 
comparison.
Selected Features INSTITUTIONAL 
REPOSITORY
RESEARCHGATE
Open Access Yes No
Preservation of works Yes No
Export metadata to other systems Yes No
Provides alt-metrics for papers Some No
Provides views/downloads data Yes Yes
Shows Citations Some Yes
Inherently for profit No Yes
Collaboration features No Yes
Adapted from University of California Office of Scholarly Communication 
CC-BY https://osc.universityofcalifornia.edu/2015/12/a-social-networking-site-is-not-an-open-access-repository/
Shift: ResearchGate is Another Closed System
ResearchGate and 
Academia.edu are 
not truly open 
access
vs.
Yes, but does 
point of need 
prevail?

Shift: Digital Duplication Means Fewer Citations
Multiple open copies 
dilutes quantifiable 
references to the 




2) Ease of discovery 
and access leads to 
more citations

“...features that improve the discoverability, 
such as the feeds and notifications used on 
Academia.edu, may be important factors in 
determining how much open access increases 
citations.”
-
Niyazov Y, Vogel C, Price R, et al. Open Access Meets Discoverability: Citations to Articles Posted to 
Academia.edu. PLoS ONE. 2016;11(2):e0148257. doi:10.1371/journal.pone.0148257
Shift: I’ve Been Published and That’s All I’ve Got 
Time For
Authors won’t take 
the time to share 
their work
vs.
Sharing before & 
after publication is 
the norm for many 








ResearchGate screenshot (Hofmayer, 2009).










Tool #1-Read the CTA
CTA
Activity
In pairs or small groups:
Review the example Copyright 
Transfer Agreement provided.
● Who owns copyright?
● Can you post the article 
online?
● If yes, which version?







In pairs or small groups:
Review the SHERPA/RoMEO page 
provided.
● Can you post the article 
online?
● If yes, which version(s)?














Creative Commons → About → 
Program Areas → Legal
1. Click the “get started” hotlink.
2. Use either the article information 
from the previous activity or create 
a “fake” journal article of your own 
to fill in the textboxes. 
3. Choose one of the three 
agreement types (don’t use the 
MIT agreement).





Did this workshop meet your expectations? Briefly explain.
[Thumbs Up], released under a Public Domain Dedication (CC0 1.0) License.
Liked the small group activities and 
discussion.
Met or exceeded expectations.
Liked the active learning techniques 
instead of lecture.
Helpful, thorough, broad, and in-
depth.
Do you have any suggestions that would improve this workshop?
EVALUATION
Provide links to slides/handouts.
Promote workshop to new tenure 
track faculty.
Provide one-on-one appointments 
to solve specific issues.
Explore journals related to 
attendees’ disciplines.
What would WE do differently?
EVALUATION
Provide links to slides/handouts.
Split the content into two or more 
workshops.
Focus more on difference between 
IR, ANS, and disciplinary 
repositories.
Remove author’s addendum activity.
This presentation describes an authors’ rights workshop given by the 
presenters at their respective institutions in Spring 2018. 
Others wanting to use the materials to create an authors’ rights 




Materials for the hands-on activities
